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Appbi No. 09/609.149 

Amdt. DQted November 14, 2003 

Reply to Office action of August 1 4, 2003 



REMARKS/ARGUMF^iyTig 



1 . It is clear ftom the Examiner's comments under the heading "Response to 
iS^rof 14 j™"""" '^'^^^ amendments lodged with our 

stotes: "77»e Examiner Jurther notes although Applicant 
argues that the context of the specification clearly shows that the claimed forms contained 
printed coded data the language of the claims does not include these limitations. " 

HowevCT. amended claim 1 includes the phrase method of enabling an auction 
seller to seek bids using a form ... including printed coded data indicative of an identity of 
the form and of at least one reference point of the form". It is clear that the forms of 
amended clami 1 clearly included printed coded data. 

Applicant requeste ttiat the Examiner reconsider his objections in light of the amendments 
made on 14 July 2003 which the Examiner has clearly overlooked. 

•* Examiner raises a new reference of Jacobson (US 6,488,205) and suggests that 
this citation discloses 'a form including printed coded data" and a sensing devi^adapted 
to sense at least some of the printed coc^d data. " Howcvet, Applicant notes that: 

Jacobsen printed coded data is only indicative of an identity of the identification 
card and is not also indicative of "at least one reference point of the form " as claimed in 
claim I. 



(b) Jacobsen does not disclose any indicating data "regarding ... a position of the 
sensing device relative to the form ". The Jacobsen system only serves to identify the 
idenfafication card, but does not detect the position of any sensing device relative to that 
identitication card, as claimed in claim 1 . 

For these reasons Applicant submits that amended claim 1 is both novel and 
mventive m Ught of the citations raised by the Examiner. Similar comments appiy in 
relation to the other independent claims. The Examiner is requested to reconsider and 
withdraw his obviousness objections in light of these arguments and the amendments 
previously lodged. 
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ftis respectfolly submitted that all of the Examiner's objections have been successfiilly 
toveised. Accordmgly, it is submitted that the appUcation is now in condition for 
allowance. Reconsideration and allowance of the application is courteously solicited 



Vayresjjectfully, 
Applicant: 



PAUL LAPSTUN 



JACQUELINE ANNE LAPSTUN 



KL\ SILVERBROOK 

Silverbrook Research Pty Ltd 

393 Darling Street 

Balmain NSW 2041, Australia 

Email: JaasUv«brook@silveibrookresearch.com 
Telephone: +612 9818 6633 
Facsimile: +61 2 9555 7762 
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